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i^ipL No. : 10/721,475 

Ffled : November 2S» 2003 

REMARKS 

The Applicsoit thanks the Examiner for his examination of tfie present application. By 
way of summary. Claims 1-27 were pending in dns application. In the Office Action^ the 
Examiner rejected Claims 1-27. In particular, the Examiner rejected Claims 1-27 under 35 
U.S.C. § 102(e) as being anticipated by US. U. S. Patent No. 6,546,472 to Atkinson et al. 
("Atkinson"). In addition, the Examiner rejected Claims 1 and 4 under 35 U.S.C. § 103 as being 
unpatentable over U.S. Patent U.S. 6,473,856 to Goodwin et al. C*G^<>dwin") and U.S. Patent 
No. 6,467,938 to Piwonka et al, C'Piwonka'O. 

Applicant has amended Claim 4. Claims 1-3 and 5-27 remain as originally filed. Thus, 
Claims 1-27 remain pending. 

A* REJECTION OF CLAIM 4 UNDER 35 U,S-C. S 112 

The Examiner rejected Claim 4 under 35 U.S.C. § 112, second paragr£q[>h, as being 
indefininte for "^failing to particularly point out and distinctly claim the subject matter which 
applicant regards as the invention." 

Applicant respectfully traverses and disagrees with the Examiner's rejection. However, 
to help advance the prosecution of this matter. Applicant has amended Claim 4. Accordingly, 
Applicant respectfidly requests that the rejection of Qaim 4 be withdrawn and that Claim 4 be 
passed to allowance. 

B. REJECTION OF CLAIMS 1-27 UNDER 35 U,S.C. S 102 

The Examiner rejected Claims 1-27 under 35 U.S.C. § 102(e) as being anticipated by U.S. 
U. S. Patent No. 6,546,472 to Atkinson et al. C'AddnsotfO- 
1. Independ ent rialni 1 

With respect to Claim 1, the Examiner argues that Atkinson discloses all of the elements 
of Claim 1. Applicant respectfully disagrees and traverses the Examiner's rejection. For 
example, Adcinson does not disclose "a restore program configured to detect a discrepancy 
between data stored in the short term memory and data stored in the long term memory, and if a 
discrepancy is detected, to copy data related to the discrepancy from the long temi memory in the 
short terai memory.'* 
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Thus, Applicant respectfully submits that Atidnson fails to disclose the claimed subject 
matter of Claim 1, including each element of Claim 1, and Applicant respectfully requests that 
the rejection of Claim 1 be withdrawn. 

2. Pependent Clainas ZdS 

Claims 2-6, which depend from independent Claim 1 and include all the limitations of 
Claim 1, are believed to be patratable for the same reasons stated above with respect to Claim 1 
and because of the additional limitations set forth therein. Since Atkinson &ils to disclose every 
element of Claims 2-6, Applicant respectfully requests that the rejection of Claims 2-6 be 
withdrawn. 

3. Independent Claim 7 

With respect to Claim 7, the Examiner argues that Atkinson discloses all of the elements 
of Claim 7. Applicant respectfully disagrees and traverses the Examiner's rejection. For 
example, Atkinson does not disclose ^'detecting discrepancies between the data saved in short 
term memory and the data saved in long term memory*' and "if discrepancies are detected, 
replacing ttie data saved in short term memory with the data saved in long term memory," 

Thus, Applicant respectfully sxibmits that Atkinson fails to disclose the claimed subject 
matter of Claim 7, including each element of Claim 7, and ^phcant respectfully requests Ihat 
the rejection of Claim 7 be withdrawn. 

4. Dependent Claims 8-14 

Claims S-14, which depend fi^om independent Claim 7 and include all &e limitations of 
Claim 7, are believed to be patentable for the same reasons stated above witti respect to Claim 7 
and because of the additional limitations set forth fberein. Since Atkinson fails to disclose every 
element of Claims 8-I4» Applicant respectfully requests that the rejection of Claims 8-14 be 
withdrawn. 

5. Independent Claim 15 

With respect to Claim IS. the Examiner argues that Atkinson discloses all of the elements 
of Claim 15* Applicant respectfully disagrees and traverses the Examiner's rejection. For 
example, Atkinson does not disclose "receiving a first set of data from volatile memory,*' 
"receiving a second set of data from non-volatile memory," and "determining whether the first 
set of data matches the second set of data." 
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Thus, Applicant rcspcctfuUy submits that Atlcbason fells to disclose the claimed subject 
mattCT of Claim 15, including each demeat of Claim 15, and Applicant respectfully requests that 
the rejection of Claim 15 be withdrawn. 

6« Dependen * riaimg 

Claims 16-19, which depend from independent Claim 15 and include all the limitations of 
Claim 15> are believed to be patentable for the same reasons stated above with respect to Claim 
15 and because of the additional limitations set forth herein. SiiK^e Atkinson fails to disclose 
every element of Claims 16-19, Applicant respectfully requests that the rejection of Claims 16-19 
be withdrawn, 

7. Independent Claim 20 

With respect to Claim 20, the Examiner argues that Atkinson discloses all of the elements 
of Claim 20, Applicant respectfully disagrees and traverses the Examiner's rejection. For 
example, Atkinson does not disclose "means for detecting discrepancies between the data saved 
in short term memory and the data saved in long term memory,^' and '^means for replacing the 
data saved in short term memory with the data saved in long temi memory if discrepancies are 
detected." 

Thus, Applicant respectfiilly submits that Atkinson fails to disclose the claimed subject 
matter of Claim 20,. including each element of Claim 20, and Applicant respectfully requests that 
the rejection of Claim 20 be withdrawn. 

8. Independent Claim 21 

With respect to Claim 21, the Examiner argues that Atkinson discloses all of the elaments 
of Claim 21. Applicant respectfully disagrees and traverses the Examiner's rejection. For 
example, Atkinson does not disclose 'detecting discrepancies between the data saved in short 
term memory and the data saved in long term memory," and **if discrepancies are detected, 
replacing the data saved in short term memory with the data saved in long term memory/' 

Thus, Applicant respectfully submits that Atkinson fails to disclose the claimed subject 
matter of Claim 21, including each element of Claim 21, and Applicant respectfully requests that 
the rejection of Claim 2 1 be withdrawn. 
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9, Indfependent Claim 22 

With lespect to Claim 22, the Examiner argues that Atldnsoii discloses all of the elements 
of Claim 22, >^licant respectfiiUy disagrees and traverses the Examiner*s rejection. For 
example, Atkinson does not disclose ''a secoood module configured to detemune a disraepancy 
exists between data stored in the volatile m«iory and data stored in the non-volEtile memory, 
and at least partly in response to det^mining discrepancy exists, to access data related to the 
discrepancy fiom the non-volatile memory and to store the accessed data in the volatile 
memory." 

Thus, Applicant respectfully submits that Atkinson fails to disclose the claimed subject 
matter of Claim 22, including each element of Claim 22, and Applicant respectfully requests that 
the rejection of Claim 22 be withdrawn. 

10, Dependent Claims 23>27 

Claims 23-27, which depend from independent Claim 22 and include all the limitations of 
Claim 22, are believed to be patentable for the same reasons stated above with respect to Claim 
22 and because of the additional limitations set forth therein. Since Atkinson faik to disclose 
every clement of Claims 23-27, AppHcant respectfidly requests that the rejection of Claims 23-27 
be withdrawn. 

11, Snmmarv 

Because Atkinson &ils to disclose every element of Claims 1-27, Applicant respectfully 
requests that the rejection of Claims 1-27 be withdrawn and that Claims 1-27 are passed to 
allowance. 

C. REJECTION OF CLAIMS 1 AND 4 UNDER 35 U.S.C. 8 103 

The Examiner rejected Claims 1 and 4 under 35 U.S.C. § 103 as being unpatentable over 
U.S. Patent U.S. 6,473,856 to Goodwin et al. C*Goodwin*0 and U.S. Patent No. 6,467,938 to 
Piwonka et al. C'Piwanka*'). 

Applicants respectfully traverse this rejection and the Examiner's characterization of the 
cited referraces because Goodwin, alone or in combination with Piwonka, fails to teach or 
suggest the elements of the claims. See MP,E.P. § 2143 (stating that in order to establish a 
prima facie case of obviousness for a claim, the prior art reft^^ces must teach or suggest all the 
claim limitations). Thus, to sustain the foregoing rejections of Claims 1 and 4, Goodwin alone or 
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in combioation with Phvonka, nxost identically teach of a^gest-eveiyeleiitfsrti Qf Claizns 1 and 4, 
it does not For exanqile, Goodmn; alone' in cbmbination wifli PiMrandds^^does not 
disclose **a -rBstoie prngiuin: configured to. delect a discrepancy between data stored 'in die Asisi 
tenn-mmioiy and data stored in ifae long tarn memory^ aQd:tf aid^ccqpancy is detected^ to co^ 
d0ta related to liiff'discfffpwHy fimn tbelong teDnmenuny in tbe:diocttefDi nuenioiy.'* 

Because. Goodwin^ akane -or in combitfgtion' with' Fiwohka^' fails to £sclose eveiy dement 
of Claims. 1 and 4, Applicant iespoMAfy xeqfuesls titat dm jcgeetinn of Claims 1 and 4 be . 
with d raw n and that Claims 1 and 4 are passed to alldwanoe. 
CONCLUSI<W 

In view of the fiugoing, tiie jneseot appli^tioii is believed to be in condition for 
allowance^ and sndi aUowance is iespecffiil]y:xequest]6d;' If fiu^^ 

die ExaiDtitn^ is ccmlially invited to contact dxe nndmtgned stfdb d|at any remaimng issues may 

be promptly resfrfved* AIso» please chai^Be addifional 

extension of time, or credit ovefpayment to Deposit Account No. 11-1410, 



RespectftUy siubmilted* 

KNOBBE, MARTENS, OLSON & BEAIL^ UP 



Dated: ^XOl<> 



2911148 



By: 




R^jstratianNo: 32,742 
Altonwy of RBQord 
CnsXamaNo. 2(^995. 
(949) 760-^)404 
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